MISTAKES AND CORRECTIONS
After the publication of the preceding paper (1), I found a mistake in eq. (2) and another in deriving eq. (3) The existence of L in the nodal membrane appears thus to be highly probable.
SAFETY FACTOR
It is certain that the safety factor defined byVin the preceding paper should be somewhat larger than that for a propagated impulse measured by the usual method of stimulation.
But it is not directly measurable, at least unless some special method of uniform stimulation for a small length of fibre shorter than L is invented, because S is the potential set up at the membrane by the action potential, and expressed in terms of the peak voltage as reduced to a level, which is just sufficient to activate the membrane locally.
However, a rough estimation in the case of myelinated fibres can be carried out in the following way:
As quoted above (6),
The membrane potential, Vm, set up by the action potential , V, will be Hence, expressing the safety factor for propagation by F , and assuming the current to be uniform, we have Strictly speaking, the current cannot be uniform; consequently , the actual value of S will be smaller than that estimated above , and the safety factor will be the larger.
MYELINATED AND UNMYELINATED FIBRES
As described above, the length constant of the nodal membrane is estimated to be of the order of 1/100 of that of unmyelinated fibres . This indicates, if viewed from the present theory, that the conduction velocity must be very much smaller, though not to the same extent, in the nodal membrane itself . However, this deficient feature will hardly be a serious matter , because the node is so narrow as 0. 
